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Mr. Lowell Braxton nll GA$ & lr1lNlhln
State of Utah Natural Resources
Dlvlslon of Otl, Gas and Mlning
355 West North Tenple
3 Triad Center,  Sulte 350
Salt Lake Clty, Utatr 84180-1203

RE: Amendment to !{ine PLan, Blind Ganyon Su}rsldence, Genwal Coal Conpany,
Grandall Canyon l{lne, ACT/OL5/O32-93r., FoLder #2, F,aery County, Utatr

Dear Lowell:

l{e reviewed the proposed arnendment and obJect to approval as proposed due to
potential lnpacts to Nationat Forest Systen lands. Speciflc coneerns and
comments are as follows:

1 .  Page 7-43

It is stated on this page that UDOGM, Utah State Lands, the Mantl-La Sa1
National. Forest, Forest Serviee Research Station, BL!|, and GenwaL Coal Co.
have committed to a study by whleh the area beneath the unna.med drainage in
Blind Canyon wlll be retreat nined as part of a scientlflc study to
deternine the effects of retreat-mlning produced subsldence on lratershed
eros ion .

This statenent ls not entlrely correct. Ttre Mantl-La SaL National Forest
stated that we would not consent to unnitlgated impacts to the drainage in
Blind Canyon within National Forest Systen Lands. Ftrrthermore, we agreed
not to obJect to retreat-nining under the drainage on the State l-ease as
long as all of the foLlowing conditions could be net:

(a) liodeling of the pre- anC pcst-relning conCltions ln the streain
proflle and related watershed is conpleted to deternlne the extent of
expected eroslon and increase in sediment production.

(b) The operator and State propose nltlgations to be coupleted before
ninlng that would decrease sedlnent load by an equal or greater tmount

than was predlcted ln lteu a above.

(c) A11 parties would agree to conductlng a study to nonitor the
actual effects of nlning as proposed on the State lease.

(d) The operator and State would comit to lnplementing measures that
woirld be effective ln ultigating inpacts to the'drainage within
National Forest Systen lands as mutually agreed to by the l{antl-La Sal
NatlonaL Forest.



2. Page 7-112, Referenees

Ttre word 'Userrsn ls nlsspel led in the reference to Kel ly,  G.D.,  L967,
Userrs Gulde for the Computer Program SEDROUTE.

3. Appendix 7-24, 1.0 Introduction, First Paragraph

Ttris paragraph references the study. this paragraph needs to be revised ln
accordance wlth the courments ln lten 1 above.

I'he third sentence ln this paragraph needs to be revised to nake it clear
that the retreat-nlnlng proposed would lLe beneath the dralnage on a State
lease (State surface and minerals) within the boundaries of the Mantl-La
SaL National. Forest.

4.  Appendix 7-24, 2.3 Discussion, Last Paragraph

Ttris paragraph states that the calculatlons reveal an increase in annual
sediment well withln the error of the parameters entered lnto the erosion
calculations.

lfe agree that ttre value ls wlthln the expected error of the calculations.
However, the purpose of the nodellng was to determine a relatlve change ln
pre- and post-ninlng condltions and the calculatlons aceonplished this
obJective. Because this was the nethod agreed to and used, we asstrne that
thls relative lncrease in sedLment would occur and that the calculated
sediment yield must be offset by proposed nltigatlons to be conpleted
before nining.

Appendix 7-24, OveraLL Couments

(a) The calcuLated lncrease ln annual sedinent yieLd of 0.606 acre-feet uay
not be correct due to a potential error ln the calculatlons shown in
Appendix 7-36. Ttre percent slope, pollution hazard index and delivery
coefficlent should have been dlvided by 100 for the calculatlons-

(b) No lnfornatlon on the stream proflle, changes 1n the proflle due to
subsidence, and expected change ln sedinent yleLd fron adJustment of the
strean d5mauics is presented. itre final e:ipected sedineni yield inereases
due to subsldence and the asount of offset Eltlgatlon to be completed to
prevent downstrean inpaets nust consider this lnforuation. Since lre are
deallng with predictlons rather than enplrical data, a reasonable worst
case scenario should be considered.

Appendlx 7-25, Subsldence ModeLing Subsldence Studv

Several nethods and assrrmptlons were used to predict the anount of expected
subsldence. Ttre subsidence used in the sediment yleld calculations was a
uaxlmrrn of 40 lnches along the upstre'n sectlon. Sone of the other nodels
predicted subsidence greaier than or less than the 40 inches but this nodel
was adopted due to the assumptions llsted in the conclusion of the TerraTek

report. A conparison of the predlcted subsLdence wlth subsidence measured
above slnil-ar uined areaE ln the CrandalL Canyon Mine pernlt area is needed
to substantiate these numbers.

5 .

6 .



Based on our review, we feel that the overall sedinent yleld calculations need
to be revised and suppl.emented as described above and that nitigatlons need to
be proposed and luplenented prlor to any actual lnerease in sedl.nent yleld ln
the dralnages wlthln Natlonal Forest Systen lands.

If you have any guestions, contact Carter Reed or Walt Nowak at the Forest
Supervisor's Office ln Prlce, Utah.

Sincerely,

n  , A r v  - - , A , /rfuorurrr^ P-na'//"v
for
GEORGE A. !{ORRIS
Forest Supervisor
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Jay l{arshall, Genwal Goal Co.
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